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- On November 12, 1941, the United States atforney for the Hastern District of
Penngylvania filed a libel against 50 barrels of dill pickles at Philadelphia, Pa.,
alleging that the article had been shipped on or about September 22, 1941, by
H. M. Field, Inc., from Denton, Md.; and charging that it was adulterated in
that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance, and in that it had
been prepared under insanitary condltlons Whereby it might have become
contaminated with filth.

On December 22, 1941, H. M. Field, Inc., having appeared as claimant, judgment
of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered released under bond
to be reconditioned under the supervision of the Food and Drug Administration.
The pickles were removed from the bnne washed thoroughly, and replaced in a
brine of water and salt

2942, Misbranding of soy sauce. U. S.v. 5 Cases of Clnnese Soy Sauce, Default
gggg’?eEo)f forfeiture and destruectien. (F. D. C. No. 5936, Sample No.

This product was short of the declared volume, and the label failed to bear the
required ingredient statement.. -

On October 6, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Iclaho filed a
libel against 25 cases, each containing 12 bottles, of Chinese soy sauce at Boise,
Idaho, alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or
about September 12, 1841, by Tsue Chong Co. from Seattle, Wash. ; and charging
that it was misbranded. It was labeled in part: “Real Chinese Made Rose Brand
Chinese Soy Sauce * * * Contents—6 fluid ounces.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded (1) in that the statement “Contents—
6 fluid ounces” was false and misleading as applied to an article that was short
volume; (2) in that it was in package form and failed to bear a label containing
an accurate statement of the quantity of the contents; and (3) in that it was
fabricated from two or more ingredients and its label faxled to bear the common
or usual name of each ingredient.

On October 31, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgment of forfeiture was
entered and the product was ordered dostroyed :

DRIED FRUITS

Nos. 298483 to 2948 report the seizure and disposition of dried fruits that
were insect-infested. )
2943, Adulteration of dried apricets. U. S. v. 200 and 200 Cases of Dried Apri-

cots, Comnsent decree of condemnation and destruection. (F, D, C. No.
5648, Sample Nos. 12923-E, 12924-E.)

On September 10, 1941, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
New York filed a libel agamst 400 cases of dried apricots at Brooklyn, N. Y,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
August 18, 1941, by the El Solyo Ranch from Vernalis, Calif.; and charging that
it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance.
The article was labeled in part: “Westan Brand Full Ripe Apricets [or “Westau
Orchard Run Northern Apricots”] Packed By West Stanislaus Whse. Vernalis,
Calif.”

On December 4, 1941, the claimants having w1+hdrawn their claim and having
consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of cov1de1nnat1on was entered and’
the product was ordered destroyed.

"944 Adulteration of dried peaches. U, S. v. 279 Boxes of Peaches. Default
decree of condemnation and destruetion. (F. D. C. No. 5463. Sample No.

22928-K.)

On September 3, 1941, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Louisiana filed a libel against 279 25-pound boxes of dried peaches at New Orleans,
La., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
August 11, 1941, by Richmond-Chase Co. from Alameda, Calif.; and charging that
it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substanece.
The article was labeled in part: “Dubon Brand Fancy Recleaned Peaches.”

. On October 27, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
Was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

2945. Adulteration of dried prumes. U. S. v. 50 Boxes of Dried Prunes, Default
%eex'}%% G(S)fEe;)ndemnatmn and destruction. (F. D, C. No. 6278, “Sample
[ — .

On November 27, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Rhode
Island ﬁled a hbel against 50 boxes of dried prunes at Providence, R. I., alleging

»
-
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that the article had been shlpped in interstate commerce on or about June 25,
1841, by leby, McNeill & Libby from Boston, Mass.; and charging that it was
adulteraLed in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance. The
article was labeled in part: “25 Lbs. Libby’s California Fruit - * * * Prunes.”

On December 22, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judg ment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed

2946, Adultenation ‘of dried prunes. U. S. v. 18 Boxes of Dried Prunes. Default
7fg§'§e o)f comiemnatlon and destruetion. (F. D, C, No. 6254. Sample No.

On November 22, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Rhode
Island filed a Lbel agamst 18 boxes of dried prunes at Providence, R. L., alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about October
21,+1940, by the Winchester Dried Fruit Co. from San Jose, Calif.; and charging -
that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy
substance. The article was labeled in part: “ ‘Ferncrest’ Brand Santa Clara
Prunes Distributor Cooper & Sissons Inc. Providence R. 1.”

On December 22, 1941, no claimant having appeared, a decree of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

2947, Adulteration of raisins. U. 8. v. 7 Cartons and 85 Ca.rtons of Raisims.
Default decree of condemnation and destructmn. (¥. D. C. No. 6031,
.Sample Nos. 74536-E, 74537-E.)
Examination of this product showed that it was moldy as well as insect-
infested.
..On or about October 23, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of
New Jersey filed a libel against 42 cartons of raisins at Newark, N. J., alleging
‘that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about June 13,
1941, by Consolidated Packing Co. from San Francisco, Calif.; and charging
that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or.in part of a filthy and
decomposed” substance. It was labeled in part: “Honeybunch Brand Midget
Thompson Seedless Raising.”
On November 19, 1941, no claimant having appeared, Judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

2948, Adulteration ef raisins., U, 8. v. 37 Boxes, 79 Boxes, and 83 Loose Cartons
of Raisins (and 1 other seizure actionr against raisins). Defauit decrees
of eondemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. Nos. 3925 to 3930, incl. Sam-
. ple Nos. 50855-E, 50656-E.)

. Exammat;on showed that this product was decomposed as well as insect-

infested.

On March 6, 1941, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Virginia filed libels against 215 boxes and 83 loose cartons of raisins at Lynch-
burg, Va., and 93 boxes of raisins at Staunton, Va., alleging that the article
had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about September 25, 1940, by El
Mar Packing Co. from Stockton, Calif.; and charging that it was adulterated in
that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy and decomposed substance. The
article was labeled in part: “Cal-RaV Brand Layer Raisins” or “El-Mar Brand
Three Crown Malaga Layer Raisins.”

On June 2 and October 27, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgments of
condemnation were entered and the product was ordered. destroyed.

POULTRY ’
2949, Adulieration of dressed turkeys. S. v. 1 Box and 2 Boxes of Dressed
Turkeys. Comnsent decree of eondemnadon and destruction. A D C.

No. 6671. Sampie No. 62444-.)
Examination of this product showed the presence of partly decomposed poultry.
On December 12, 1941, the United States attorrey for the Northern District
of Illincis filed a hbel agamst 3 boxes of dressed turkeys at Chicago, Ill., alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about Noxember
29, 1941, from Mason City, Iowa, by E. G. Morse; and charging that it was
adulter ated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed substance. .
On December 22, 1941, the claimant having consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered desnoyed



